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tific inquiry. I still hold, for instance, that Tibetan
and Burmese, or what I called the Gangetic and
Lohitic languages, show traces of relationship which
have to be accounted for, and which induced me to
comprehend them under the common name of Bhotiya
languages. I likewise hold that Sia/tnese and -what
I called the Taio languages are closely connected
with Chinese, and that both the Bhotiya and Taic
groups point to a common origin with Chinese,
though at a more distant period. The future will
show whether I have guessed rightly or wrongly, for
I cannot claim for my classification of these languages
more than a hypothetical character. In the presence
of scholars who have since made a special study of
Chinese, Siamese, Tibetan, and Burmese, it would be
unbecoming on my part to offer any opinion on the
ultimate issues of these great linguistic problems which
still await their final solution, and I gladly leave
these matters to younger and stronger hands.1

For our own immediate purposes there is no neces-
sity why we should extend our survey of languages
beyond Europe and Asia. The principles of the
Science of Language, with which alone we are con-
cerned, have hitherto been elucidated almost exclu-
sively by students of the Aryan, Semitic, the Chinese,
and the Ural-Altaic, and the Malayo-Polynesian lan-
guages. This is, no doubt, an imperfection, but such
imperfections exist in all sciences. Science can only ad-
vance step by step, and nowhere is this more true than

1 I give at the end a tabular survey of these North and South
Turanian Languages, referring for further particulars to my 'Letter
on the Turanian Languages/ published in 1854.